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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 8, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Noro et al. (US006750913B1) in view of Kitamura (US20020013857A1) and 
Garfinkle et al. (US006512570B2). 

Regarding claim 1, Noro et al. (Noro) discloses a "method for facilitating capture 
and distribution of digital still pictures" (See Fig. 1 and column 3 lines 4-20). The 
system includes "a camera and a device capable of receiving user instructions" (See 
Fig. 5 elements 103 and 501), where the camera captures pictures or "still pictures". 
The camera receives commands from the user via camera control server or "providing 
the appropriate user instruction to the device capable of receiving user instructions" 
(See Fig. 5). The captured pictures are transferred to a picture server or "transferring 
one or more of the captured still pictures to a second node" and the captured pictures 
are then transferred via Internet or "publicly accessible wide area network" from the 
picture server or "second node" to a client or "third node" for display (See Fig. 5 
elements 102, 502, and 504; column 3 lines 4-14). However, Noro does not disclose 
that (1) the camera and camera control server are located at a "first node" of the 
network, where the captured pictures are transferred to the picture server via network, 
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(2) for the picture server to transfer copies of the captured pictures to the clients, and 

(3) allowing the users to select "one or more versions of still pictures derived from the 
captured still pictures to be accessible by non-patron users", where the picture server 
would enable transfer of the "versions of still pictures" to "other nodes" that have 
access to the picture server that are not "a node validated by the second node as being 
operated by the patron user". 

(1) Kitamura discloses an imaging apparatus and network system where the 
camera and control circuit are directly connected to the network or Internet or "a first 
node comprising a camera and a device capable of receiving user instructions" and 
can receive commands and transmit image data over the network (See Fig. 6 elements 
V1 , V2, V3; and paragraphs 0016 and 0017). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
camera and camera control server to be located at a "first node" connected to the 
Internet, where the captured pictures are transferred to the picture server via Internet, 
as taught by Kitamura, in order to provide a camera having high general versatility 
corresponding to a network. 

(2) Official Notice is taken that it is well known to transfer copies of pictures to 
clients. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the picture server to transfer copies of the 
capture pictures in order to enable other users to be able to receive the same captured 
pictures. 
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(3) Garfinkle et al. (Garfinkle) discloses an image server or picture server where 
the image server generates thumbnails of the digital images or captured pictures or 
"one or more versions of still pictures derived from the captured still pictures" (See 
column 8 lines 1-15). The user uses the thumbnails to select which photos are to be 
sent to other parties or "receiving at the second node via the publicly accessible wide 
area network at least one instruction from the third node designating one or more 
versions of still pictures derived from the captured still pictures to be accessible by non- 
patron users" (See Fig. 5, 5A, 5C). The image server then sends copies of a reduced 
version of the captured pictures or also known as "copies of the one or more versions 
of the still pictures derived from the captured still pictures, but not the still pictures 
contained at the second node" (See column 6 lines 45-55) to the parties listed in the e- 
mail addresses or "to each node with permission to receive such versions of the still 
pictures other than a node validated by the second node as being operated by the 
patron user" via Internet. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the picture server and client 
to allow the users to select "one or more versions of still pictures derived from the 
captured still pictures to be accessible by non-patron users", where the picture server 
would enable transfer of the "versions of still pictures" to "other nodes" that have 
access to the picture server that are not "a node validated by the second node as being 
operated by the patron user", as taught by Garfinkle, in order to enable a means for 
users to share their pictures with other parties who are not aware that such pictures are 
available via Internet. 
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Claim 2 contains the limitations of claim 1 (wherein the client sends a list of e- 
mail addresses who have permission to receive pictures, and the picture server sends 
e-mail messages out to the corresponding e-mail addresses that allows the user to 
download the picture from the picture server or "transmitting from the second node to 

other nodes associated with the one or more email addresses a message 



one or more 



pointing to the one or more versions of the still pictures for which access is permitted") 
and is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to that claim. 

Claim 8 contains the limitations of claim 1 and is analyzed as previously 

discussed with respect to that claim. 

Claim 9 contains the limitations of claims 2 and 8 and is analyzed as previously 

discussed with respect to those claims. 



Claims 3-5 and 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Noro et al. (US006750913B1) in view of Kitamura (US20020013857A1) and 
Garfinkle et al. (US00651 2570B2) as applied to claims 1,2,8, and 9 above, and further 
in view of Kohno et al. (US 20030048356A1). 

Regarding claim 3, Noro in view of Kitamura and Garfinkle does not disclose that 
the generation of the "versions of still pictures" is initiated by receiving an edit command 
from the client that "alters the displayed appearance of the one version of the still 
picture". 

Kohno et al. (Kohno) discloses a communication apparatus that controls camera 
operations and image transmission/reception. The image reception terminal or client 
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includes image reception software that enables the user to select the resolution or 
"alters the displayed appearance of the one version of the still picture" in which the 
images will be transferred over the network. The command is sent to the image 
transmission software where it makes the necessary adjustments and transmits the 
image or captured picture (See Fig. 4; paragraph 0084 and 0085). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the picture server and client disclosed by Noro in view of Kitamura and 
Garfinkle to utilize image transmission/reception software to generate the "versions of 
still pictures" by receiving an edit command from the client that "alters the displayed 
appearance of the one version of the still picture", as taught by Kohno, in order to 
provide more options and control to the user thereby allowing the user to modify the 
captured pictures. 

Regarding claim 4, Official Notice is taken that is it well known to transfer 
applications from a server to a client on a network or "transferring from the second 
node to the third node via the publicly accessible wide area network an executable 
software layout tool". Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify the picture server and client 
disclosed by Noro in view of Kitamura and Garfinkle and in further view of Kohno to 
transfer the image reception software or "executable software layout tool" from the 
picture server to the client in order to provide an easy means of updating software on 
the client side thereby ensuring that all the clients are operating with the same and up- 
to-date software. 
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Regarding claim 5, Noro in view of Kitamura and Garfinkle and in further view of 
Kohno discloses that the servers serve as WWW servers where each client executes a 
"browser application" that "enables communication of presentable information 
communicated between the third node and other nodes via the publicly accessible wide 
area network" (See Noro column 3 lines 25-35). Furthermore, Noro in view of Kitamura 
and Garfinkle and in further view of Kohno discloses that the browser activates other 
software that is required to run the system (See Noro column 4 lines 54-59). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to transfer (as discussed in claim 4 above) and execute the 
image reception software or "executable software layout tool" when executing the 
browser in order to provide full functionality of the system to the user. 

Claim 10 contains the limitations of claims 3 and 8 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 1 1 contains the limitations of claims 4 and 10 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 12 contains the limitations of claims 5 and 1 1 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 



Claims 6, 7, 13, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Noro et al. (US006750913B1 ) in view of Kitamura 
(US20020013857A1) and Garfinkle et al. (US006512570B2) as applied to claims 1 , 2, 
8, and 9 above, and further in view of Anderson et al. (US006636259B1 ). 
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Regarding claim 6, Noro in view of Kitamura and Garfmkle does not disclose an 
"e-commerce node" that transfers "one or more advertisements for presentation thereat" 
to "a node requesting the transfer of one or more still pictures from the second node". 

Anderson et al. (Anderson) discloses a web-enabled camera that accesses the 
Internet. The camera requests service to be provided by a photo-sharing service or 
picture server (See Fig. 1) where files/images can be downloaded to the camera from 
the server or "a node requesting the transfer of one or more still pictures from the 
second node". The files/images downloaded to the requesting camera or client also 
contains advertisements for display, where inherently the advertisements are retrieved 
from «e-commerce node" (See column 10 lines 37-47; column 13 lines 29-35). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the picture server and client disclosed by Noro in view of 
Kitamura and Garfinkle to include an "e-commerce node" that transfers "one or more 
advertisements for presentation thereat" to "a node requesting the transfer of one or 
more still pictures from the second node", as taught by Anderson, in order to provide 



another means 



of delivering advertisements to the users, thereby increasing the 



coverage area. 

Regarding claim 7, Noro in view of Kitamura and Garfinkle and in further view of 
Anderson further disclose that the advertisements are related to the controlling entity, 
the entity's photo-sharing site, or photo sharing service that is used by the user or 
"selecting a particular advertisement... targeted to a specific kind of user" (See 
Anderson column 11 lines 10-15). 
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Claim 13 contains the limitations of claims 6 and 8 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 14 contains the limitations of claims 7 and 13 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 



Conclusion 



2. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Please take note of Parulski et al. (US 20030025808A1 ) for their 
similar method of sharing images over a network and their utilization of e-mail 
addresses. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph Ustaris whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
0377. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday with alternate Fridays 

off from 7:30 A.M. to 5:00 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Faile, can be reached on (703) 305-4380. The fax phone number 

for this Group is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group Receptionist whose telephone number is 
(703) 305-4700. 



• Application/Control Number: 09/728,449 
Art Unit: 2611 

/JGU 

July 8, 2004 



Page 




VIVEK SRIVASTAVA 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



